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Both literature and politics are influenced by vaster trends.
There may be a lag between different forms of collective activ-
ity, in the same way as there frequently is a lag between na-
tions. At times, the literary upheaval precedes, at times it
follows, the political one. Rousseau came twenty years before,
Byron twenty years after, the French Revolution. In the per-
spective of centuries, this imperfect synchronization loses much
of its significance.

The wording of the Constitution, we repeat, counts for very
little in this respect. Liberia has done us the honor of borrow-
ing our political forms j but their influence on Liberian litera-
ture is slight. The fundamental distinction, whatever the insti-
tutions may be, is that between autocracy and liberty. Naturally,
we are tempted to think that autocracy must be deadly to
literature. Then we remember that the most brilliant epoch in
Latin letters was not the Republic, but the reign of Augustus j
and that the golden age of French culture was the absolute
monarchy of Louis XIV.

These undeniable facts, however, should not be accepted at
their face value without closer scrutiny. In these two cases, the
lag that we have mentioned before is manifest: the great writ-
ers under the two autocrats had been formed earlier, under the
influence of a stormier and freer age. It is important to note
that, after Louis XIV had ruled for twenty-five years, there
was a marked decline both in the political world and in the
cultural. Napoleon, far more efficient a despot, killed French
literature outright: the only writers who counted under his
reign were in opposition or in exile.

But there is a more important consideration. "Autocracy"
and "liberty" are themselves vague terms. The real issue is
between the totalitarian state and the pluralistic. Pluralism im-
plies that men can differ on vital questions, and live peaceably
side by side; the sole duty of the state is to guarantee their
right to differ. Totalitarianism means that all men must think
alike on all subjects. Now, the government of Louis XIV was
autocratic, but not totalitarian. The privileges, immunities,